One prominent theme in delinquency study in the past decade has been the daim that delinquency consists of a number of fundamentally different types of behavior, and that no single explanation can satisfactorily deal with all of this varied behavior. This view comes from a variety of sources-sociologists, psychiatrists, social workers, and others. Yet, even with the sizeable store of speculative and research literature that has accumulated in recent years, very few attempts have been made to take this typological orientation further than a briefly-articulated viewpoint. General arguments have been advanced that delinquency is comprised of types, without specifying the nature of these types. Or, in some instances, cryptic, anecdotal, and ambiguous typological schemes have been suggested.
Perhaps the stage is set for some advances in typological analysis. This paper is an attempt to point some directions for typological theory. The paper does two things. First, it sets out a specific logic by means of which the typologies which have appeared in the literature can be collated. The purpose in this section is to determine the extent to which the diverse typological statements in the existing literature overlap-to what extent do different observers appear to be talking about similar delinquent behavior patterns? This section represents the first stage of mature typological analysis, in which the range of behavior patterns to be accounted for in a typological theory is indicated.
After the existing typologies of delinquency * The author is especially obligated to Don C. Gibbons, whose helpful suggestions pervade the entire paper. I am also indebted to Clarence C. Schrag, Stanton Wheeler, Peter G. Garabedian, and Walter Gerson for reading and commenting on an earlier draft of this paper.
have been assembled, the paper will suggest some of the considerations which are involved in any attempt to develop a systematic and inclusive typological theory of delinquency. This paper is not a statement of such a theory, but instead represents some of the groundwork which precedes systematic theory. The paper does suggest some of the concepts which could be fruitfully applied in a typological theory.
Some sophisticated and provocative work is now going on in the area of typological theory. Cohen and Short,' Cloward and Ohlin, 2 and others 3 are presently involved in clarifying the nature of gang delinquency. In fact, this work is particularly noticeable by contrast to the inactivity in other areas of etiological analysis, in the case of both juvenile and adult offenders. However, subcultural analysis of gang delinquency does not exhaust the full range of problems of explanation. One of the purposes of the present discussion is to show that there are other forms of delinquency which cry out for explanation.
A LOGIC FOR COLLATING EXISTING TYPOLOGiES
It is not uncommon today for writers in the field of delinquency to talk in terms of a few outstanding "types" of delinquents. These types when examined in detail seem to be defined as dusters of many different attributes. There are at least fifteen instances of typological statements in the literature in which a set of delinquent types has been advanced. 4 In a number of these the defining attri- butes of the types are not specifically indicated. Also, the underlying theories, usually implicit, on which these are based are not dear. As a result, collation of these typologies might initially appear to be either impossible, or if possible, of dubious value. However, it may be that these fifteen typologies are less diverse than first appearances might suggest. It is the contention of this author that these classifications share at least one defining attribute in common. Examination of these typologies suggests that one element used to differentiate delinquents into types has to do with the offender's orientation to the larger society and to delinquent groups as major reference groups. For example, one category of delinquent types consists of those delinquents who have attenuated loyalty to the norms of the larger society, but who are oriented to delinquent peers. The types in this category are labeled variously as, for example, the subcultural deviant, pseudo-social boyj, and the gang delinquent. Systematically, the variations of delinquent patterns defined in these terms are indicated in Table I . 5 This should not be thought of as a typology in itself, but rather a means by which the existing typologies can be classified.
In applying this classification, two questions are concerned. First, to what extent are the delinquents involved in a delinquent group, i.e., do they adhere to the norms which can be identified as delinquent? Second, are the delinquents relatively integrated members of the larger society, i.e., do they identify with "middle class" conventional values? There are three categories of delinquents that result from this classification scheme: "prosocial delinquents," who identify with the larger society; "anti-social delinquents," who fail to identify with the relevant parts of the value system 6The scheme utilizes two assumptions that are open to attack. First, it is assumed that the individual who uses one kind of reference group is excluded from using the other kind. This assumption can be defended only when it is understood that the scheme refers to the relevant parts of the value system-those parts within which the delinquent norms contradict the norms of the larger society. At this point it becomes a matter of definition-an important matter, but outside the scope of this paper. The second assumption that deserves consideration is the contention that what might appear to be a continuous variable-use of a reference group-can be meaningfully dichotomized. It could be argued that all delinquents use both kinds of reference groups to some extent and that the concern is with the degree to which either kind is used. The justification here is a pragmatic one in that the use of the dichotomy provides a technique for handling this variable which proves worthwhile and at the same time does not violate any notion about the nature of reference groups. of the larger society, but use delinquent groups as their reference groups; and "a-social delinquents," who fail to use either kind of reference group as a source of their values and attitudes.
Consistency in the Literature
Examination of the literature reveals the possibility of classifying most of the typologies according to the scheme in Table I . In light of the variant theoretical frameworks used in these studies it is rather surprising to find the number of reports that can be successfully classified. One is impressed with the number of independent studies which seem to be dealing with the same or very similar typologies. Table I1 6 presents the classifica-4 Following are the references to the citations in Table II The summary table points out similarities found in the studies of delinquent types when a classification scheme is used. Agreement such as this suggests the possibility that the various authors are dealing with real types, which exhibit basically similar patterns of behavior within themselves and are fundamentally different from each other. Further it suggests that one dimension, or defining factor, that can be helpful in understanding types of delinquents may have to do with reference groups. This, of course, is only one in a cluster of different attributes which go into defining the specific type. As other factors are added to the scheme the final analysis will define a number of types under each of the three categories mentioned here. Later, this paper will suggest other attributes which might be useful in a typology; however, at this point the idea of reference groups is particularly useful in pointing out the consistency found in the literature.
There are some important implications of this agreement on types. There would seem to be little justification for testing hypotheses to the effect that delinquency is not homogeneous. This has been shown. Research could legitimately start with the assumption that types do exist and go on from there. Attempts to do this have met with some degree of success. Mueller showed that delinquent types varied in their responses to various kinds of treatment assignments, some types successfully responding to one kind of treatment, while others successfully responded to other assignments. 7 The present author's work dealing with the self-concepts of delinquents indicated the possibility of building upon the available knowledge on delinquent types to develop a better understanding of the individuals within each type. The eventual growth of our knowledge in this area will rely on the development of a meaningful theory based on the available information which can be used to guide further research. Jenkins' work in this area is encouraging. 9 The presentation of Gibbons and Garrity in a yet unpublished textbook on delinquency shows even more promise from a sociological standpoint.
10 The present paper suggests a possible foundation upon which a typological theory might be based.
PROBLEMS FOR THEORY AND RESEARCH
We contend that the existence of types has been established, but where does this lead us? Do we know explicitly what the defining attributes are? Do we know what causes these varying patterns of behavior? Simply because we have a scheme to classify the various types studied so far does not indicate that we have isolated either a cause or a defining factor.
A good typological theory of delinquency, as well as fulfilling the criteria that apply to any scientific theory, should in addition fulfill the following criteria: (1) The theory should clearly specify the characteristics of the delinquent types. The theory should distinguish between those factors used in defining the type and the correlates of those factors, i.e., the truth claims that may be made about the types.
(2) The theory should describe the etiological process or processes involved within each type. It should specify the causal factors that lead to the behavior that classifies the delinquent into one type or another.
(3) A good theory will indicate the processes which explain the relationship between types. It is a mistake to assume that the typological approach necessarily requires a separate theory for each type. If at all possible the theory should use the same concepts to explain each type, the difference between types being explained in terms of different relationships between the same concepts.
Stated in an overly simplified manner: the theory must specify .he factors which define the types, it must indicate the causal factors, and if possible it should indicate the way in which these factors interrelate 1
Definitional Factors
One of the present concerns in theory building should be a clarification of the defining attributes of delinquent types. At this point it is very important that a clear distinction be made between what Zetterberg calls "propositions that are definitions and propositions that are hypotheses."'
1
The definitions of the types must not be confused with the truth claims made about them. By keeping these two aspects of theory straight it is possible to test empirical hypotheses concerning the relationship between the types and descriptive characteristics of various kinds. 1 The following hypothesis provides an example: "Pro-social delinquents, as defined by their orientation towards the larger society as a reference group, are likely to come from middle-class homes and conceive of themselves as non-delinquents." Accumulation of knowledge in this manner may provide information for clarifying the definitions used and for 11 In this discussion of typological theory the author was influenced by the work of Gibbons and Garrity in their text book, supra note 10, and in their article SOCIOLOGiCAL REv. 710 (1952) .
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developing more precise definitions. That is, if the above hypothesis is confirmed, it may be well to add the factor, non-delinquent self-concept, to the definition, thereby making it more precise.
At present it is possible to suggest some concepts that might be involved in this aspect of a typological theory of delinquency; however it is beyond the scope of this paper to attempt to suggest how these factors are involved. Present social psychological approaches to delinquency seem to indicate that the following concepts would be involved in a complete definition of delinquent types:
a. Offense patterns-The type of behavior that brings the delinquent to the attention of the law enforcement agencies ought to be considered. b. Self-concept-Variations in the way the delinquents see themselves may have a bearing on the type of delinquent they are. c. Reference groups-The reference groups the delinquents are oriented towards may be helpful in classifying their behavior. The literature makes it dear that these three variables are interrelated, but it is the contention here that they are distinct enough so that each will make a significant contribution to a definition of delinquent types.
Causal Factors
The search for etiological factors is dependent on the definitional considerations above; however, it need not wait for the final answer in order to get started. As mentioned earlier a significant amount of work is now going on in the area of gang delinquency (the anti-social delinquents). Particular need for etiological research and theory construction covering the total range of delinquent types seems quite apparent.
The present store of knowledge suggests some concepts that seem to have a bearing on the causes of delinquency. The list submitted here may prove suggestive, but in no way should be taken as conclusive:
(1) Social class-Class differences are likely to prove discriminating factors, not only between delinquents and non-delinquents, but also between the types of delinquents. Class conflict has been suggested as an important aspect of this variable. For example, Cohen's explanation of the gang delinquent can be seen as the use of the middle class as a negative reference group by working class boys 4 (2) Family background-There is a good deal of evidence that suggests that the kinds of treatment, training, and attitudes that the child finds in the home play important roles in the types of behavior he will exhibit in later life. For example, Jenkins emphasized the importance of parental rejection in explaining his aggressive (a-social) delinquents. This list of concepts is far too general to have much significance in itself. No real attempt is made to suggest how these concepts contribute to the formation of delinquent types. Various authors have gone much further in dealing with the concepts individually. It is merely suggested here that a meaningful analysis of types is likely to involve some of these ideas.
Interrelations Within and Between Types
The causal factors mentioned above must answer two questions in order for the typological theory to be complete. First, they must indicate the etiological processes which are involved within each type. What factors lead to a particular pattern of behavior? At the same time these factors should explain why it is some individuals end up in one category while others seem to fit different types. Most of the etiological work that is now going on in the area of delinquent types is concerned with explaining the processes involved in becoming a particular type of delinquent. There seems to be a need for some consideration of the very basic question of why we find types of delinquents at all. This paper has suggested that there is some rather conclusive evidence that delinquents do not just differ from one another in degree, but in addition they vary in kind. Why? A good typological theory must satisfactorily handle this question.
The three areas of concern which have been discussed above by no means exhaust the problems that are involved in the development of a typo- 
SUMMAY
This discussion of delinquent types was designed to show certain consistencies in the present store of knowledge on the subject. By presenting a scheme for summarizing the present information and by suggesting areas where further understanding is needed, the hope is that new research will be stimulated in what seems to be a fruitful approach to juvenile delinquency. With the confidence that certain types do exist in reality it seems most useful at present to move on in search of answers to some of the more crucial questions suggested in this paper.
